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June 19, 2009

VIA ELECTRONIC FILING

Ms. Marlene H. Dortch
Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 l2'h Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554

Re: CC Docket No. 96-45
NOTICE OF EX PARTE PRESENTATION

Dear Ms. Dortch:

Mitchell F. Brecher
(202) 331-3152

BrecherM@gtlaw.com

On June 19,2009, FJ. Pollak, President and Chief Executive Officer, TracFone Wireless,
Inc., Hannony Knutson, Vice President, Navigators Global, LLC, and I met with Acting
Chainnan Michael J. Copps and his legal advisor, Jennifer Schneider. During the meeting, we
briefed Acting Chainnan Copps and Ms. Schneider on TracFonc's SafeLink Wireless Lifeline
service and discussed several issues before the Commission relevant to TracFone's offering of
Lifeline service as an Eligible Telecommunications Carrier (ETC). Specific topics addressed
included the following:

• TracFone's proposal to modify Section 54.403 of the Commission's rules to increase the
pennissible amount of Lifeline support whieh may be received by ETCs offering Lifeline
service, without regard to the subscriber line charge imposed by incumbent local
exchange carriers serving the same areas. That proposal is contained in a petition for
rulemaking and in a petition for waiver, both of which are pending;

• TracFonc's petition to modify the annual verification condition contained in the
Commission's order conditionally granting TracFone's petition for forbearance so as to
require that TracFone annually verify that each of its Lifeline customers remain head of
household and only receive Lifeline-supported service from TracFone. TracFone has
requested that this requirement be modified to allows the verification to be based on a
statistically-valid sample of customers. The requested modification of condition would
result in that TracFone-only verification condition being consistent with the annual
verification of eligibility requirement applicable to TracFone and all other ETCs;

• The pending petitions to reject TracFone's certification of compliance with state 911 laws
filed by groups from Alabama and Pennsylvania. TracFone noted that those petitions
involve questions of interpretation of state laws which should be adjudicated by state
tribunals of competent jurisdiction, not by the FCC;

• Whether customers of prepaid wireless Lifeline service should be subject to 911 fees
since the customers are not required to pay for their wireless service and there is no
means to collect such fees from those customers;
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• TracFone proposed that the condition allowing it to offer Lifeline service only where 911
and £911 are available should be waived so as to allow it to offer Lifeline service in rural
areas where E911 has not yet been deployed by public safety departments. In such
locations, a customer having a wireless phone with access to 911, but not E911, has
greater access to public safety services than does someone without a wireless phone.

A handout summarizing these points was provided. A copy of that presentation handout
is enclosed herewith. Pursuant to Section 1.1206(b) of the Commission's rules, this notice is
being filed electronically in the above-captioned docket. If you have questions regarding this
letter, please communicate directly with undersigned counsel for TracFone.

Sincerely,

~~----,

Enclosure

cc: Hon. Michael J. Copps
Ms. Jennifer Schneider
Mr. F.J. Pollak
Ms. Harmony Knutson
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